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BOOK REVIEWS

Andrew Burr and John Orrell, Rebuilding Shakespeare's Globe, Routledge, Chapman
& Hall, 1989.

Rebuilding Shakespeare's Globe by Andrew Gurr with John Orrell is a fascinating and in-depth discussion of the International Shakespeare Globe Center, that is
now being built in Southwark on the banks of the Thames, and the research project
that made it possible. The ISGC will be a major educational and research facility
for the study of Shakespeare and his plays. A museum complex will contain "a
comprehensive exhibition of sixteenth-century Southwark and the City of
London, its houses and streets, its workplaces and its recreations" (43). Also
included will be reconstructions of the original Globe playhouse and a hall
playhouse based on the design by Inigo Jones. The hall playhouse was included
because of its similarity to the Blackfriars playhouse used by the Chamberlaine's
Men from 1609 to 1642. Although most of Shakespeare's plays were written to be
produced in the Globe, the company used the Blackfriars playhouse in the
winter months. The authors state that "Shakespeare's last plays were written
for two playhouses, and The Tempest apparently only for the Blackfriars" (47).
The major thrust of this book, however, is the examination of a remarkable and challenging effort on the part of several scholars and theatre professionals to sift through, debate, and evaluate all of the bits of information and clues,
new and old, concerning Shakespeare and the Globe. The book tells of their
effort to reconstruct a more accurate picture of the Globe, the size and shape
of the playhouse's stage and galleries, as well as the effort to establish a clearer
sense of how the Globe was used by the playwright, the players, and the playgoers.
Using modern actors, directors, and audiences in a laboratorylike experience, the ISGC will attempt to re-create the performance conditions that existed
in the late sixteenth to early seventeenth centuries. It is hoped that the discoveries
made in this scholarly effort will challenge our preconceptions concerning one
of the world's greatest playwrights. Whether or not these performance experiments will bring us any further knowledge remains to be seen. "The playhouse replicas and the exhibition are the basis for Shakespeare in theatre, a
living entity. The life of this new entity will not be just a matter of resurrecting old
bones but of the excitement of modern discovery, a new life for old plays . . ..
If we offer only slavish obedience to what we think were the authentic Shakespearean
originals we might produce no more than a kind of zombiedom, a living corpse"
(171).
The research outlined in Rebuilding Shakespeare's Globe is objective, insightful, and skeptical. It challenges our preconceptions and adds significantly to the
volume of knowledge about Shakespeare, his work, and his times. It has brought
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to a reality a two-hundred-year-old idea and dream of Shakespearean scholars - to
rebuild Shakespeare's Globe.
Timothy P. Bryson
Northern Arizona University
John N. Wall, Transformations ofthe Word: Spenser, Herbert, Vaughan, University
of Georgia Press, 1988.
The author contends that confessionalism (concern for doctrine) and personalism (individual piety) have never been emphases of the Anglican church. Its
commitment has always been to the eucharistic celebration in accord with Book of
Common Prayer worship, presumedly resulting in lives of charity. This thesis John
Wall repeats fervidly and continually, but he fails to provide much historical evidence for chis private belief. The author admits chat scholarly consensus has been
otherwise, for example, in affirming the Calvinist elements of the sixteenth-century
English church. Bue Wall senses that the brand of midtwencieth-~encury
Anglicanism he has experienced and has described in the prologue to the book
represents not only current Episcopalianism but the sixteenth- and seventeenthcentury church as well - and even patristic and biblical Christianity! Most scholars
will view this as a grandiose example of modern Anglican myth.
Involved are two problems: first, a peculiar reading of texts that disregards the
antithesis of the Protestant emphasis on grace and faith versus the Catholic concern
for works; and, second, the non sequitur that because Puritans were so intensely
Calvinist, Anglicans could not have been at all. It is hard to justify in the sources
Wall's contention that even the Bible itself becomes the word of God only in
communal worship. According to the author, Spenser wrote when there was a
hope of union of church and state, Herbert when the church was to be separate
from the state, and Vaughan when the church was suppressed by the Puritan
government. The works of these poets subjected to Wall's premises and interpretations make up the body of the volume. The epilogue-tells us that after 1664 there
was no restoration of the original Church of England. Though T raherne and
Dryden try to return, they are already on the road to the eighteenth-century view
represented by Samuel Johnson's distinction between didactic, or doctrinal, and
lyrical, or personally pious, literature.
According to the author, early Christianity was changed by the Scholastic
doctrinizing and personal salvationism of the Middle Ages, emphases shared by
spokesmen of the Reformation but not the sixteenth- and seventeenth-century
Anglicans who reasserted the simple, pristine faith. However, these foreign influences won over later Anglicanism with the aid of Protestant biblicism and science

